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VINDICATION 


eee eee 
Fefe ns and Defence, Kc. i 
| 4 wund 


. E e Aube of No Sufficient 
SS Reaſon, &c. 4a) ſets out with: 2 ford 
Nr midable Ti Page, paints the 
IF 8 fender, and the reſt of his old Friends: 
in hideous Colours, reports them 
gong off from the Ihr d Writings, and conſon 
plain Deſerters from: true. — >. 4 

What elle can be the Meaning of theſs two Ten 
planted againſt them ?. In ain de tho ms 
reaching; for Docfriner the Commandments of 
(5). He aid unto them; Hull will ye rejedt t 
mandments of God,j that ge way keep your on — 
ditions Here's ne rgmare/Infinuation, no 
Suggeſtion, nothing left to Gueſſing: and 
175 No; No; tlie Articles of Impeachment rum bi 
— — is direct and the Charge ſtrikes 
BY, We are, it ſeems, as unhappy as 

= ak Phariſees, we. fer up Tradition in Ops 
in ion to Scriptuye;..,and over- rule, the Divine 
WS s by | Human . We are jult_like 


© Perl. iO 's Mark, Ni 100 and v 9. 
B 


— — 


E SES: % 07 


IS RN in Guile) who plead ob- I 
ome and Precedents againſt the Senſe f| | 
yy the Legiſlature, and the open Directions of the || 
Statute-Book. Yes, ſays our Learned Author, we 
are nom taught to berake ourſelves not to Seri ture, 
But Tradition, che Fathers, and the Jewiſh Rab- 
dies, whith tho all of uſe, are by no means to be fet 
in Oppoſition to it (c). As much as to ſay, where 
. — teaches one thing, and Tradition ano- 
—_ we govern.our Prałtid and Belief by the lat- 
tet Aule. This is to exceed the eb) of the 
Council of Trent, which he is ſo kind as to put up- 
onus '( For chte che TrentinSynad does not give a 
Preference to Praditian : They only ſet it en an 
— of Auxhority, und Aeeree it to beine 
ariipinutis affetiu &: reverentia (H. 
and fine the Accufation goes thus deep, ought 
not che Evidence to have Dev Bows revs 
clear'?. But has this Gentleman p 
From 1 Deſtnce, Which ts up 
| in wunpotirion wich the Cauen, And ves 
——ů 2 ramount to che tor N17 
Nothing of Wit kind run be found. Aue 
no Tuck e then, — 5 foftly:vſome- 
| 198 Die 
finee the roof is . 
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eren 
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been 
= waming,' the Charge 
* retracted 2 Aste; ine matter in Hand, 
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[3] 
© 2dly, That no ſuch plain Contradiction is to be 
- diy ang Tradition appears early and ge- 
neral. | 
- 34y, That Tradition is neceſſary to explain 
ſome Paſſages of Scripture, where the Senſe is not 
clear and indiſputable. And that without this 
ſupplemental Aſſiſtance, neither the A of 
Injant- Baptiſm, nor the Obligation to keep Fun- 
day, can be made out. Sr 
h, That without Tradition we can't prove 
the Old and New Teſtament the Word of Gd. 
- 5thly, That where the Tradition for Chriſtian 
Worſhip is equally early and general with that 
which vonches ſome part of the Canon of the New 
Teſtament, there the Ground and Original of ſuch 
Worſhip muſt be allow'd the fame Credit : For 
where the Atreſtation is equal, the Authority muſt 
e . 3 
Having premis'd this, I am to acquaint the 
Reader,that moſt of the Objections in our Author's 
Part, which carry the beſt Face of an Ar- 
gument, have receiv'd a Reyh in two Learned 
Books (g), publiſh'd three 'Months before the Se- 
bond Part of his No Sufficient Reaſon, &c. ap- 
ear'd; But of theſe two Tyact he has taken ng 
Notice, for Reaſons beſt known to himſelf. The 
Caſe flanding thus, ue with the Firſt 
Part of our Author's Undertaking will be ſhort. _ 
And therefore when I paſs over any thing he has 
offer d, tis becauſe I am happily prevented by 


n TRENT 4 * 
(f) Se Defence, &c. ary a of 7 08 A, 
55 72 7 Neceſſary to e plain the Holy Scriptures 8c. The ' 
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of an Alteration, &c, 


TS; 


| thoſe two Learned Gentlemen, to whom, and to 
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Oblation) muſt ſeek out a New Goſpel (m 
Bot now the, E ccaſion he 
r e in 
War 8 


ion, and whether. he has not made out mare 
low. C36 AF 5 
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SP 
the Archbiſhop's: Propoſition ; for theſe are his 
Words: If there be am doubt about the Faith, and 
in which we are to find the thing that - is to by be- 
lieved, as neceſſary in the Faith, we: never did, nor 
never will refuſe any Tradition that is Univerſal 
and Apaſtolical, for the better Expoſition of tbe 


Kripture (o. 


This Conceſſion ſuppoſes ſome Apoſtolical Tra- 
ditions remaining in the Church: And in the next 
Paragraph, ſpecs ing in the Name of the Church 
of England, he declares, we are content to be 
judged by the joint and conſtant Belief of the Fa- 
thers which liv'd within the firſt four or five hun- 
dred years after Chriſt, when the Church was at 
the beſt,” and by the Councils held in thoſe 
Times, This Learned Prelate is willing to 
reſign to the Authority of the Fathers and Coun· 
cils to the End of the fifth Century: But the Au- 
thors..of the No Reaſon. and No Sufficient Reaſon, 
Ge. won't allow the conſentient Teſtimony, of 
— f — Ages old enough: for this pur- 


anner. 4 11 Hell, e Gan 5 — 4 

Farther ; the Archbiſhop, by this Conceſſion, was 
inevitably bound to receive the Decree of the 
third Council of Carthage for the Mixture. For 
this. Council ſat in the fourth Century, which 
falls within the Archbiſhop's Period. And to 
acquaint the Reader with ſomething more of 
this Prelate's Opinion with reference to the pre- 
ſent Controverſy, it may not be amiſs to mention 


his praying that God would make all the Re- 
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1 61 
formed Churches as well as the Church of Eng. || “ 
und, and as much better as he pleas'd (p). This © - 
Archbiſhop had likewiſe the Direction of the Stor. | © 
1 Common Prayer Book, where the Commu. || © 
aim-Office ix alter d to a more Primitive Form, || _ 
where all thoſs that are-of the Yyſtical Body of = 
Ehniſt-are-pray'd for, where the Ancient Clauſe © 
for invocating the Holy Ghoſt is inſerted in the 
Conſetration Prayer, where the Memorial or Prayer I ©: 
of Oblation is made before the Diſtribution of I ©. 
the:Elanems, where the Collect of humble Ac- I © 
teſs follows next, and where the Words of Di-“ 
ſtribution are the ſame with choſe in our Firſt Re- 
form d Lim without the Addition now ſtand- ©. 
Tbeſe Alterations being charg d by the Svottiſb 
Commiſfioners as an Approach towards Popery; 
the Archbilliop, at his Trial, defends himſelf by 
—_—_— That the Church is only burniſh'd 
«and refit d by the Reformation, and not tnelted 

* down, and made a new one: That provided 

_ © there's nothing ſuperſtitious or - unlawful re · 

< tain'd, the leis Alteration from the Ancient Ser. 
Odo: ine 


a 


+ S$PSBESYESC 8 2 8 


| wier, the detter. FYS | iner 
„ And ven theſe Commſioners urg d the Srot- 

“ ftiſb Boat had inverted the Order of the Commu - 

* ion in the Exgiſb Litrgy, the Archbiſhop a+ 
mongſt other things replies, * That the Scorrifh 

* Liruypy in this reſpect comes nearer the Pri. 

u iti ve Church: than che Exglib, and for that 


+ #$-rexfoh dugln to have the Preference : And for 
& whit he appealsto the Judgment of the Leatned, | x2 
— 4 as pre rm — = G — — : | ( 
= K 


71 


« From hence he inferrs a great deal of Will and 
. eh a in thoſe _ call 3 — 
ce jon, ecaule ſome of the Prayers are 
oF od — Sas their former Situation. 
“The Managers af the Tryal- abjected the 
4 Oblation of an Unbloody Sacrifice, as another Cor- 
6 ruption in the Srottif Liturgy: And 2 they 
< pretended , was Doftzine. 
« Arch-Biſhop's Anſwer is, that if 2 
« means no more by the Gbllation of the Body 
c and Blood of Cuil, ban a Commemorative Red 
preſentation of that great Sacrifice upon the 
« Crabs, the Cardinal äs in the right, as Biſhop 
2 Jewel freely acknowledges: Hs, for che O 
Aion of the lements, tis fit and proper, as the 
* Arch-Bilhop continues, and ihe is * yoo 
© hayc-it not in the Rook of Engl, 955 
BV this Sketch, our Muthar :\ntayvcall 
the Arch-Biſhop s Sentiments, and what lie Sues | 
cour\ can be expected from this Quarter. 
be Defender endeavour d to hey Tradition 
— by Scripture ile} 6 61}.: : 
are theſe : | Therefore, Haube rthren, 
the Tradition. you howe beentau 
Had ſaſi the 


he 
47 1 delivered them 10 —— — 
Apoſtle make a plain Diſtincion beten what 
was coν,Ü]d by Writing, and what was doliwer'd 
Fr — il Þ Rog of © Jonah das 


4 ae the Tha cr Anek Laud. LK 1255 
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| tahisConveits by Fern, Mouth ? — em are they £ 

not equally enzoin 0 vern m elves by In 
DireBlons? | N J 


2 
But, ſays this danse 1 How 4 || © 
n of ſound Words, aug ht by F. Paul, can de. v 
202 ſuch Practicer, as have nothing. to be" pleaded i © 

Þ fonthem, 'but the Authority of ſuch ar lived after the i 9 
Aale Deatii ar d Diſcovery Lam met yet ace * 

dana with (u (a). I it then fo ſtrange a Diſco- iN. 
| very} chat the Fitſt Chriſtiaus ſhould remember IN .. 
witzt the Apoſtles taught them either by Preach- 7 
ing ar private Inſtruction ?: Were they ſo regard- | _ 
leaf vhat concermd their — Sakrale 18 
; — they think nothing of this Kind fignifi- 2 
cant, unlefsrxeceiv'd from the Apoſtles in Wri- 

= Why then did S. Pant: 1 the Elders of 
Can re] That be had deviared''to them the tobolz 
Caunſel of God#r: And which way was this done 2 
Noe by his E — — But by deaching 
| — ee, boafe ito bouſe, — pace 
. IK therefore wer th 
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= S Haufe Direction : Tit RE which 1 | 
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Apoſtles | 


Father was far from believing Oral Tradition fo 


Ty} 


Apoſtles Death a good Authority? Tliat this is 


not only practicable, but matter of Fact, S. Ireneut 


aſſures us. This Father, who liv'd in the lattet 
end of the ſecond Century, declares that Churches 
were continued, and the whole Syſtem of tlie 
Chriſtian Religion preſery'd, without the Cano 
of the New Teſtament. His Words are theſe ! 
* What if the Apoſtles had left us no Seripttres? 
« Ought we not to have govern'd our Belief and 
* Practice by the Rule of that Tradition, which 
“ They deliver d to Thoſe with whom they en⸗ 
© truſted the Government of the Churches? Tis 
by this Traditional Inſtruction, that à great 
© many unletter'd Nations are good Believers; 
* and continue their Orthodoxy, without rhe'Cons 
vyeyance of Paper and Ink. —— Theſe People, 
* who were made Chriſtians without written 
* Aſſiſtance, may be - call'd Barbarous, if. yo 


| © pleaſe, becauſe not Book-Learn'd: But with 


* reſpe&t' to Sentiment, to good Cuſtoms, and 
© Converſation, they ſtand: in the firſt Rank of 
“ Wiſdom, and ſerve God through every Brancii 
*© of Duty (). Thus this learned and primitive 


exceedingly liable to Error, that no wiſe Man 
would depend upon it in a matter of any Conſequence i 
As our Author will have it (>). For we fee whole 


Nations, without Reproof, ventut'd their eternal 


Intereſt upon this Bottom. 
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But our learned Author can't underſtand how 


2 Form of ſound Words, taught by S. Paul, can 


denote ſuch Practices as have nothing to plead- but 


the Authority of thoſe who lived after the Apoſiles 


Death. To this J anſwer, 
1ſt, That theſe Prafices have Authority from 
Scripture itſelf, as interpreted by the Teſtimony 
and Uſages of the Ancient Church. 


* 


adh, 1 would gladly know why this Form of 


| ſound Words muſt not relate to Practice. Did 
S. Paul's Doctrine conſiſt. only of Speculation ? 
Does he not command his Converts to walk worthy 


of their Calling, and to work out their Salvation? 
He tells us the great End of our Saviour's Incar- 


nation and Suffering was to redeem us from all 


Iniquity, and purify to himſelf a peculiar People, 
— * of good Works (a). * all Poi 85 
Belief are ſuppos'd given. for the Directions. of 
Life; and the Improvement of Manners. There's 
therefore no reaſon to queſtion but that S. Paul's 
Form: of. ſound Words contain'd Regulations for 
Practice; and that this Form was deliver'd to in- 
ſtruct S. Timothy in his Paſtoral Function, and 
bow he ought to bebawe himſelf in the Houſe of 


enen Nn 
zah, This Learned Author's Objection goes 
ſomewhat farther. He does not think the Teſti- 
mony of thoſe who lived after the Apoſtles Death, 


a good Authority -for Apoſtolical Practice. What 
not if They liv'd in the ſame Age with S. John? 


Not for the moſt ſolemn Parts of the Chriſtian! 


Worſhip ?. Not for the Holy Euchariſt, which, i 


Om, (b) x Timers 


* 
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[11 ] 

not oftner, was adminiſtred every Sunday? If a 
; | Teſtimony thus confining upon the Apoſtles, 
thus general in the Cuſtom, thus circumſtanti- 
ated to Advantage, is defective Authority, Pm 
afraid 'twill be difficult to find good Proof for 
ſomething elſe of the greateſt Importance. For 
if we refuſe reſigning to an Evidence with all 
theſe Marks of Truth, I can't ſee what can com- 
mand our Aſſent in other Matters: If the Teſti- 
mony of thoſe who lived (tho' a very little while) 
after the Apoſtles Death, can't ſufficiently inform 
us what the Apoſtles practis'd in the moſt mate- 
rial Parts of Religion, twill not be an eaſy Task 
to ſhew how ſuch Teſtimony can aſſure us what 
the Apoſtles have written. For the Ground of 
our believing the Old and New Teſtament inſpir'd 
Writings, ſtands upon Traditionary Evidence : 
Our Learned Author confeſſes, that we are indebt- 
ed to Tradition for our Knowledge of the Holy Scrip- 
tres (c). And what is Tradition, but the ſucceſ- 
five Teſtimony of thoſe who liv'd after the Death 
of the Apoſtles? And were it poſſible to deſtr 
the Credit of ſuch Authority, the Sacred Recor, 
* | muſt ſuffer with it. | 3 
This Learned Author cites a Text (d), to 
prove S. Paul gives us Directions to ſtick to Scrip- 
ture, as of itſelf ſufficient to lead us to Salva- 
tion (e). | | 


a cc No ſufficient Reaſon, &c. P. 34. 
(d) 2 Tim. iii. 16, 17. | 
ce) N ſufficient Reaſon, &c. p. 25. 


zot| 1 . To 


* 
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[12] 
In «his, with Arch-Biſhop Laud, I agree with 
him, ſo-far as to acknowledge that the Scripture, 
interpreted by the Catholick Church of the firſt 
four or ſive Centuriet, is ſufficient to lead us to Sal- 


#atiou, But then I muſt ſubjoin, that this Text is 
: miſapply'd, and falls ſhort of this Gentleman's 


Pprpoſe. For, 957 
1 he Scripture S. Paul referrs to, is the 
Hh LC} 

zathy in mind that from a Child 


ament; as appears by his 5 S. Ti- 
Q e had known 
the Scriptures (f): Now, when S. Timo- 


. thy was a, Child, very little, if any Part of the 


3 


ew Teftament, was written: Tis therefore the 
hi Canon which is plainly pointed at in this 
place, This Scripture the Apoſtle tells his Diſ- 
Fiple was able to make him Wiſe unto Salvation 

rough Faith in Chriſt Jeſus, That is, by read- 
— Old Teſtament, he might ſee the Predięti- 
be Character of the Meſiah plainly an- 
er d in our Bleſſed Saviour. And that theſe 
Hraphecies, thus fulfill d, were good Arguments of 
the Truch of Chriſtianit y. ; 
24% When S. Paw penn'd this Epiſtle to 
8. Timothy, ſeveral Parts of the New Teſtament 


| were not communicated by Writing. And of 


heſe, if we can go no farther, we may reckon 
55 Goſpel and Epiſiles of 8. John, together with the 
eV 


elations, If therefore what was written be- 


fore, was ſufficient, won't theſe later Writings | 


y be ſo hardy, as to affirm this? 


Inn" 


— 


Long ſomewhat unneceſſary? And will ny 
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5 
zah, To ſuppoſe S. Paul confin'd S. Timothy = 
to Written Direction, is to make the Apoſtle enjoin 
Contradictions, and that in the ſame Chapter (g). 
For here he commands him to commit to faithful 
Men the things that he had heard of him among 
many Witneſſes. *Tis likewiſe direct Claſhing with 
what he had commanded in the firſt Chapter of 
the ſame Epiſtle (h). And thus we ſee this Text 
is altogether unſerviccable to what our Author 
produced it. | 7 
His next Buſineſs is to put an expoſtulating 
Queſtion ; What, ſays he, if our Saviour only en- 
joins us to offer up our Euchariſtical Sacrifice, accor- 
ding to his own Inſtitution (i)? Then without 
doubt we are to obey, and keep cloſe to it. But 
here our Complaint is, that this Author and his 
Adherents don't offer 'the Euchariſtick Sacrifice 
entirely according to our Saviour's Inſtitution, 
This we think has been made good already, and 
ſhall be farther taken Notice of when the Article 
comes up. He charges us with maintaining, that 
the Sacrifice muſt be offer d in a certain unſcriptural 
Form, or elſe tis no Sacrament (k). The Defender 
has never ſaid tis no Sacrament ;- But is much 
afraid that the Omiiſion of the Invocating Part, 
and Poſtponing the Qblatory Prayer to the Di- 
ſiribution, are maiming Circumſtances, and may 
weaken the Benefit of the Sacrament. 
But this Gentleman objects, we inſiſt upon an 
unſcriptural Form (I). To this I anſwer, 1ſt, That 


— 


(s) aim. * F Oe 13. 
1) 4Vo ient Reaſon, &c. p. 26. | 
() Zi, (1) . 


the 


[14]... 
the Churches already mention'd by S. Ireneus, f pl 
ſubſiſted upon Tradition without any Scriptural I ſit 
Form ; they ſubſiſted thus, I ſay, in a good Con- qu 
dition, till the latter End of the ſecond Century, il io 
and might do ſo much longer for ought appears I th 
to the contrary. 28S 
adh, I muſt obſerve that our Euchariſtick Form tic 
is more Scriptural than that he contends for (n). Im 
But after all, is this Learned Author againſt all 
Vuſcriptural Form:? And does the uſing ſuch 
Forms imply an Oppoſition to the Written 
Word ? (n). If this is his Opinion, as his Rea- 
ſoning ſeems to inferr, he is no genuine Son, as he 
calls himſelf (o), of the Church of England; for 
that Church has a great many Unſcriptural Forms 
n her Divine Service; and upon this Score the 
Puritans have frequently declaim'd againſt Her. 
The Defender obſerv'd, that the Neceſſity of 
Infant-Baptiſm ſtands upon the Foot of Tradi- 
ꝛion; and that there is no demonſtrative Evidenceſty; 
in Scripture, either of Command, or Inſtance, forf{{ec 
this Practice. This Aſſertion, after ſome Fencing falle 
and Contradiction, is granted by this Gentleman. I's, « 
He tells us, tis readily on d, that the Practice offis ! 
the Church is a good corroborating Evidence, and No 
makes the Neceſſity of it more apparent and unque- pei 
ſtionable (p). Now, if the Practice of the Church, that ſup 
is Tradition, is a good corroborating Evidence, then [the 
this Evidence, without ſuch Corroborating, as he die 
cills it, was not ſufficiently Subſtantial, For that tell 


* k 4 — 


Sv” 


(m) See Defence, &c. The Neceſſity of an Alteration, &c. + | GE 
(n) No Sufficient Reaſon, 8c. p. 26. (o) 4. P. 1, & 


e Siem Reaſon, Kc. N 27. 


Tus! 


ing allow him Ten. Taking this then for granted; 


Et 
Truth which is fortify'd by additional Strength, is 
plainly defective without it. And if the Neceſ- 
lity of any Duty is made more apparent and un- 
queſtionable by Tradition, does it not inevitably 
tollow that in caſe ſuch Proof was withdrawn, 
the Matter would be left dubious and diſputable s 
That which is ſufficiently clear, wants no Illuſtra- 
tion, no ſupplemental Arguments, nothing . ta 
make it more convincing, than tis already. 
Our Learned Author excepts to S. Juſtin Mar- 
ys Teſtimony, as not being early enough to ſpeak 
for the Firſt Century 95 His Reaſon is, becanſs 


a- Ibe flouriſh'd not till about the Middle of the next 


Age. Let this be examin'd a little. S. Juſtin, as 
the famous Mr. Tillemont obſerves, wrote his Dia- 
logue againſt Trypho, A. D. 155. five Years after 
the Apology now under Debate. And. the fame 
Author ſuppoſes him probably born A. D. 103, 


chat is, when the Apoſtle S. John was living (r). 


Now if our Learned Objector will refuſe this Mar- 
tyr Twenty years Chriſtianity when he wrote his 
ſecond Apology, I perſuade myſelf he will readily 


an. IS. Juſtin muſt be a Chriſtian in the year 140, tha 


e 11 is thirty ſeven years after the Death of S. Jobm, 
a 


Now by this Computation, tis plain that matiy 


e- Perſons of the Firſt Century muſt be living. And 
hat ſuppoſing none of them above Sixty years old, 


hen they muſt have been Twenty three When S. Fokes 
he died. And were they then not in a Condition to 
that tell whether the Euchariſtick Cup which they re- 


a o—— wat one Ape * 
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I N Sufficient Regſe, Kr. pigge 


u!“ 


Dumm Menuires, Tom. If Eee 
geiv d- 


 - fairly conclude, that Tuſtin Martyr receiv the 


bed ee ae b get b. "ad tan we Ima- fir 
gine, char 4 Perſon of 8. Juſtin's Religious and In- fte 
quiſitive Temper, did not converſe with ſeveral l 
Perſons of this Age, and enquire concernii the th 
moſt. ſolemn Ufages in the Chriſtian Worſhip ? I hi 
And if the Mineture had been any Innovation up- 
en the Jyſtitution, we have all imaginable Reaſon ff ©. 
to ſuppoſe they would have ac quainted him with 
it. And if this had been done, 385 would never 
have mention'd it with Approbation in his —— * 
Apology, And farther; from this Chronology w 


Euchariſt with many -Chriſtians of the firſt Age, 
and by Conſequenceè muſt be an der N 
Evidence for that Cn . 
- His Argu ument againſt the Mixture, from Bal. 
— reporting the Greek Chureli puts warm 
er in Nec \ is already; anfwer'd (r). All 
that 1 ſhall blewe! is, thut the putting warm Wa- 
ter into the Euchariſtiek Cap, is neither pra@is'd 
nor mention d by tie Copric rium, nor Athio- © 
wy * x ron by me Neftorians.. - Now ©- 
brian 5 57 bet from che Catholick!k 
Church, at * Counci of Epheſus ; andithe Ja-... 
— ſometimes eal'®Baryebians at the Conn- "$14 
eil of Obaltedon.” 5 Caſtor therefore in] S. 
the Gra Church of wurm: Water inte 
— Euelrariſtiek Cup; 1 er the * 
——— on chi Ouſtom, 1 ſay. wa 
| Flor ee cdu, and is | 
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Ty) 
firſt mention'd by Germanus Patriarch of Con- 
ſtantinople (t. 

The 2 of No Sufficient Reaſon, &c. (u) 
thinks Juſtin Martyr's Authority is mounted too 
high. The Defender, ſays he, tells us, © that 
* this Father, where he gives the Emperor an Ac- 
« count that the Bread, and Wine, and Warer 
*. were Euchariſtiz d or Bleſs'd, adds, that our Sa- 
* viour commanded his Apoſtles to celebrate in 
* the ſame Manner. Very well! the Defender 
ſays fo ſtill, and appeals to the Martyr's Apology, 
for the Truth of the Report (w). Thus far then 
there's no harm: But now the Blow comes; for 
the Defender, it ſeems, could not well have ſaid 
more, if he had ok upon g. 7 s Apology as 
Canonical Scripture (x). This is ſomewhat extraor- 
dinary. Tis true, Bafin Martyr in two. places 
(beſides - the. conteſted one of the Krama) ac- 
_ the Emperor, that Bread, Wine, and 

Water were bleſs' d and receiv'd. That the 
Apoſtles in their Commentaries, or Goſpels, 
|| ©-declar'd our Saviour commanded them to do 
*'fo. And that in Imitation of this Inſtitution; 
© the Devils taught the Worſhippers of Mithra, to 

offer Bread and Water in their Sacrifices. Now 
S. Juſtin Martyr living fo early in Paleſtine, where 


_ Chriſtianity firſt appear d; and having (as may 


{| moſt reaſonably be ſuppos d) convers'd with ſe- 
ee op BEEN en; en n with 
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1184 i 
the Apoſtles; this conſider'd, he may very well 
paſs for a good Witneſs: But then the alledging 
the Unexceptionableneſs of his Evidence does by 
no means ſuppoſe him inſpir' d. Does the citing 
an ancient Father, and arguing from his Teſti. 
mony, make him the Pen-man of the Holy Ghoſt, 

and enter his Writings upon the Rolls of the Ca- 
uon? If fo, then this Gentleman, by calling in 
the Fathers to his Aſſiſtance, has enlarg'd the Ca- 
talogue of the Inſpir d Writings much . farther 
than the Council of Trent. And fince this Rea- 
ſoning is extravagantly wide of the purpoſe, twill 
follow that our Learned. Author has unhappily 
milreported the Defender, by inferentially char- 
ging him with aſſerting, that our Faith in this Point 
is not to 5 . the 2 of the Scri- 
ptures, but into ings of Juſtin Martyr, 
and other Eccleſtiaſtical Writers Foy And thus, 
tho our Author has taken Time enough to write 
deliberately, which he complains the Defender did 
not (z), he has notwithſtanding been ſomewhat 
unlucky with his Leiſure ; for he fails both in Co- 
gene and Justice. | 
The Author of No Reaſon, 8&c. was remark'd 
for citing Papias's receiving the Millenary Tra- 
dition from the Apoſtles : This, the Defen- 


dier obſerv'd, © was ſome Miſtake in repreſent 


b ing the Matter (a). This Miſtake is endea 
pyour d to be turn'd upon the Defence, &c. I ſhall 
thereſore tranſcribe the Words in the No Rea 
ſon, &c. and leave them with the Reader, © He 


We No Sufficient Reaſon, Kc. p. 30 
Y Deſence, cg k. % ve Rn 


| [ 19 ] 
(Papias) © was very inquiſitive what S. Andrew, 
& S. Peter, S. Philip; and others of the Apoſtles 
“e had faid, and told of many Traditions he had 
te thus receiv'd, as from them (6). Now if the 
moſt natural Conſtruction of thefe Words does 
not ſuppoſe Papias receiv'd many Traditions from 
the Apoſtles, I think Englih is ſomewhat unin- 
telligible. This Learned Objector ſeems a little 
apprehenſive the Paſſage might not be interpreted 
to his Senſe, and therefore comes up with a Re- 
ferve. If the Anſwerer, ſays he, had ſaid what 
the Defender charges him with, he had not been 
without ſome Countenance for it from Irenæus, who 
calls him the Hearer of F. John (c). He does ſay 
indeed, Papias was S. John's Auditor. But what 
Not S. John the Apoſtle; this Father af- 
ms nothing of that (d). Euſebius then, whoſaw 
ite Papias's Writings, muſt explain this Matter. Now 
did. this Hiſtorian reports expreſly, that Papias does 
hat] 2208 ſay he converfd with am of the Apoſiles, 
o- but that he enquir d what F. Matthew, S. John, ©c: 
Lad orally deliver d to thoſe who knew them: And 
dj that the John to whom himſelf was a Hearer, was 
ra- John the Presbyter or Elder, who is plainly diſtin- 
en- gniſh'd from the Apoſile (e. 
nt his Learned Gentleman, and the Author of 
ea - No Reaſon, 8c. can't agree about S. Cyprian's Do- 
nll] &trine concerning the Mixture. The No Reaſon, 
ea] Or. (f) with great Ingenuity confeſſes S. Cypriat 
— | <(b) No Reaſon, &c. p. 8. | 
| teh No e R 12 p. 67. 
(d) 4ren. Lib. V. c. 33. 3 3 
iat) Le) ucb. Hip. 1 Lib. III. 39 (f) Page, 
1 1 11 
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3s very poſitive for the Uſe of the Water, as of our 


Saviour's own Inſtitution, This won't be allow'd 


by his Learned Aſſiſtant. No: He is ſo free as to 


charge the Anſwerer with Haſte, and Want of due 

oration (g); and thus like Ships in a Night- 
Storm, they fall foul upon each other. How- 
ever, continues the No Sufficient Reaſon, &c. (h) 
Tit not too late to ſet the Matter in a better Light, 
But that this Light will miſguide the Travel- 
ler, and it may be lead him into a Bog, I {hall 


| make as clear as the Sun. And now having pro- 


mis'd as high, I hope to prove as well as this 


Learned Objeffor. The Places, ſome of which 
have been already cited (i), are theſe. In ſancti- 
Ficando calice Domini, offerri aqua ſola non poteſt, 


quomodo nec vinum 2 poteſt. - Calix Do- 


mini non eſt aqua ſola, aut vinu m SOLUM, niſi 


utrumque ſibi miſceatur. - Poſt canam mixtum 


calicem obtulit Dominus. =---- In {acrificio. quod 
Chriſtus obtulerit, non niſi Chriſtus ſequendus eſt: 
Utique id nobis obaudire & facere oportet, quod 
Chriſtus fecit, & quod faciendum eſſe mandavit (k). 


In Engliſp thus: In conſecrating the Cup of our 


Lord, we ought no more to offer Water alone, than 
ine alone. The Cup of our Lord is neither 


. Mater alone, nor (ine alone, but conſiſts of both 


| 
| 
| 


mixt together. Our Lord 95 a mixt Cup 
after Supper. -In the Sacrifice which Chriſt 
P. Chriſt's Precedent is only to be follom d; 

or *tis our Duty to obey and practiſe that which 


n 


| (g) No Sufficient Reaſon, 8c. p. 6 i F 4 ch Ibid. 
8 Reaſons, &c. th Nerat ja Alteration, — | 
Y Oprian. Epiſt. 63. p. 154. Edit. Oxon, 
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12109 
Chriſt both did and commanded to be done. If all 
this is not demonſtrative Evidence, that S. Cyprian 
is decifive for the Mixture, and that he firmly 
believ'd it our Lord's Inſtitution, the Reader muſt 
deſpair of ever underſtanding any Author; for 
the Martyr has here expreſs'd himſelf in Words 
as clear and determining as tis poſſible. 95 

To 2 The Anſwerer of the Reaſons, &c. 
argued from our Saviour's being an Antitype of 

elchizedeck, that twas more likely he contorm'd 
to his Manner of Sacrificing, than to the Paſchal 
Cuſtom of the Fews. And to apply this Reaſon- 
ing, he adds, that Melchizedeck offer'd nothing 
that we know of, but Bread and Wine. To this 
the Defender, amongſt other things, return'd, that 
'twas moſt probable Melchizedeck offer d what 
was generally drank in thoſe warm Climates, 
which was, and is ſtill, Wine diluted. And that 
rhis is the Uſage, any Traveller, and particularly 
the Factories at Aleppo and Smyrna, may ſatisfy him. 
In theſe Places drinking Wine undiluted is nor 
only reckon'd Singularity, but a Mark of Intem- 
perance. And to fortify the Reaſoning that 
Melchizedech offer'd diluted Wine, the Defender 
obſerv d, that thoſe who aſſiſted at the Sacrifice, re- 
freſh'd themſelves with- the conſecrated Enter- 
tainment. In Anſwer to this our Learned Au- 
thor wonders People can't refreſh themſelves with 
Wine, unleſs Water is mixt with it (1). But here he 
ſeems to forget his Northern Country, and the 
Elevation of the Pole he lies under. Had this 
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(1) No Sufficient Reaſon, &c. p. 84. 
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Recollefion been made; he would not have of- 
fer'd his Appeal to an Eng liſh Palate, whether 4 
22 w 


Gl of W 


much 


it hout We” has not at leaſt as 
ment, as with it: For if he had re- 
ferr'd 42 — to the Paleſtine Jews, who 
 eught to have been the Judges, becauſe the Pra- 
Qice conteſted was in their Country: If the Caſe, 
I ſay, had been referr d to theſe Judges, the Sen- 
tence would have gone againſt him: For they 
plainly tell us, diluted Wine was more pleaſant 
than unmixt, and look d on it as an Emblem of 
their Freedom from the Egyptian Slavery (m). 
The Defender, with refpe& to Melebizedeck 
 obſerv'd farther, that there is no Neceſſity the 
Type and Antitype ſhould agree and be the ſame 
wr 2 Particular. And this Aﬀertion was 
or * the Inſtance of Joſbua. Our Learned 
rants = but then objects, that Foſhua 
rther a Type of our Bleſſed Saviour, than 
by 1 brin ging the Iſraelites into - Canaan (#). But 
then it SA be allow'd, that our Saviour was Jo- 
ſbuas Antitype in the Conqueſt and Succeſs: Here, 
as our Author ſpeaks (o), Foſhna did moſt Em- 
Phatically 775 dur Lord; and therefore, as he 
continues, the Antitype is not any way to differ from 
the Type in this 2 (p). And if this Gentle- 
man inſiſts upon a Punctuality of Circumſtances, 
wil follow that our Saviour ſould have fer up an 
Evangelium armatim, he his 8 as 
ee Gig, n. med his en with the 


— 


— 


(m)Lig htfoot's Temple Service, & 961. 


Fa We 


thor grants there's no Neceſſity 


F 
Aſſiſtance of Fire and Sword. But if our Au: 
y for the Sameneſs 
or exact Reſemblance of the Emblem to what it 
repreſents, then his Argument from Melchize- 
deck muſt be dropt: Becauſe, tho Melchizedeck's 
Bread and Wine did emphatically typify the Eu- 
chariſtick Elements (q); yet there's no neceſſity 
but that ſome Difference may. be between them : 
And that ſuppoſing, (which is far from being 
prov'd ) Melchizedeck ſacrificed with undilute 
Wine, 'twill by no means follow, that the Eucha- 
riſtiſtick Cup muſt be conſecrated without the 
Our Learned Anſwerer thinks the Drink-Offer- 
ing among the Jews, tho' never drank, ſeems not 
improperly ſucceeded by the Cup in the Eurbariſt (r). 
Seems not improperly. This Diffidence and 
flender Reliance is ſuitable to the Inconclufive- 
neſs of what is offer'd. For, 1ſt, He has not 
prov'd that the Drink-Offering was not the ſame 
which was commonly drank, that is, Wine diluted. 
adh, Our Bleſſed Saviour's Sacrifice upon the 
Croſs was an Antitype of the Paſchal Lamb: 
S. Paul ſpeaks expreſly, that Chriſt our Paſſover it 
ſacrificed for us (s ). And 'twas the Paſſover our 
Lord kept, and no other Fewih Solemnity, at 
the Inſtitution of the Euchariſt ; we have therefore 
no Reaſon to believe the Euchariſtick Cup was 
inſtirured upon a Reſe | e Drink-Offer- 
ing, and not upon what was drank at the Paſchal | 
Solemaity. | 


(7) No Sufficient Reaſon, 8c; p. 87: _ 
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+ 3d,” Our Learned Author himſelf has deſtroy'q 

this Reſcmblance of the Drink-Offering : For he 
aſſerts Melchizedeck's Bread. and Wine. was moſt 
emphatically typified by the Euchariſtick Cup (t). 
And if ſo, the Euchariſtick Antitype muſt carry 
a peculiar Reſemblance to what was offer d by 


_ Melchizedeck : And thus our Lord, being a Prieſt 


After the Order of Melchizedeck (u), the Repreſen- 
tative Sacrifice inſtituted by him, is made in the 
ſame Kind, and without preferable Reference to 
the Rites of the Prieſthood: of a different and ex- 
"oO. A 1 
The Learned Author of No Reaſon, &c. (x) 
fairly owns the Third Council of Carthage decreed 
the Adminiſtring with the Mixture, and believ d 
it Neceſſary. This Conceffion our Objector thinks 
too much, and rather than come into it, ventures 
to contradict himſelf. For towards the beginning 
of his Book, he cites ſeveral Texts to prove pe- 
ea, tranſlated Deliver d, in the New Teſtament 
(), ſignifies Taught, and imports Doctrine. Now 
this rapeονει, or tradidit, is the Term made uſe 
ok by the Council. This worthy Gentleman, find- 
ing himſelf preſs d, excepts to the Tranſlation of 
the Reaſons and Defence, &c. combats his own 
Expoſition, and tells us, that quam ipſe Dominus 
tradidit, ſhould not be conſtrued as our Lord 
himſelf Appointed , but which our Lord himſe 
Delivered; which, as he continues, is of far lefs 
© -. Importance, and does not - imply an Appointment : 


nd 


Tce W Sufficient Reaſen, 2-9-8561 1 | 
Cu) Hebr. vii. 17. (x) N Reaſ „Kc. p. 27. | 
Lo Cy) 1Go,xi.23. w. 3. Fade 3. No Sufficient Regſon, Fr: 


— 


4 erm wa r Is es Ax: . 


p 


What did our Lord deliver it for then? Was it 
not to be practis d and obey'd ? Our Author's 
Title-Page Citation from S. Cyprian may de- 
cide this Matter, debemus attendere quid ant omnes 


| Chriſtus prior fecerit.. _—_— Which Text is men- 


tion d by the Martyr to prove the Neceſſity of the 
Mixture. For herehe makes our Saviour's Prece- 
dent, tho' we had nothing farther, equivalent to 
a Command (3). But farther, , were our Learned 
Author's new Interpretation allow'd; did the 
Word Deliver'd fall ſhore of Appointment, in the 
common Signification ; this would do him no 
manner of Service: For tis certain what our Savi- 
gur Deliver d at the Inſtitution of the Euchariſt, 
is plainly an Injunctiog to ſucceeding Ages; be- 
cauſe he commanded the Apoſtles, zo do, hat 
be had done: If therefore he Deliver d the Mix- 


ture, as the Council declares, *tis e a 


perpetually binding Order upon the Chur : 
Pede Defender 3 the ere of Carthage, 
held in. the 4th Century, demonſtratively on his fide, 
ask d, © If the unanimous Reſolution of a whole 
* nod was not conſiderable Evidence (4)? To 
this our Learned Objector replies, Be it -ſp, yet 
confiderable and ſufficient Evidence are very diffe- 
rent. Here the Word confiderable won't pals ; 
and, it ſeems, the Modeſty of the Expreſſion de- 


ſtroys the Force of the Argument. And here he 


brings in the Teſtimony of a ſingle Witneſs in the 


Caſe of High Treaſon, as a Counterbalatice to the 


O Cyprian. Ep. 63. ad Geil: M Sufficient Reaſon, be. 
b. 91. a | 
| (a) Defenct, . p. 34. 
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Authority of the Council of Carthage: And becauſe 
the Firſt is inſufficient, the Latter muſt be ſo too. 
That is, one Witneſs, it may be of obſcure Condi- 
tion, is of equal Credit to that of a hundred Biſhops 
met upon the moſt ſolemn Occaſion, and pro- 
nouncing upon a Caſe which they were well 
qualify d to anderſtand; and where we ought 
reafonably to conclude, they would nor have 
been ſo deciſive, without proportionable Evidence. 
This worthy Gentleman referrs it to the De- 
ender s Conſcience, whether the Tranſlation of 
he 32d Canon of the Trullan Council, given in 
| the Nb Reaſon, &c. is not the natural and genuine 
Senſe of thoſe Fathers (b). To this the Defender 
anfwers, his Conſcience will by no means give 
dim leave to believe this. He can't believe the 
Cypuncil out of their Wits, which they muſt have 


been, if that Aut bor's Tranſlation was their ge- 


nmuine Senſe (c). However, if this Learned O- 
jeckor won't allow an Omiſſion of the Word Not, 
to ſave Appearances, to ward off Cavilling and 

Contradiction, and reconcile the Council more 
eafily to common Senſe; if he inſiſts, after all, up- 
on a Literal Tranſlation, there has one been given 
him, with a Cgunter-Meaning to that offer d by 
00 2:28 ag eee 
And now, ſince he lays the Matter to the Defen- 
der's Conſcienee, I. muſt put it a little to his own. 
Lask him therefore, whether his falling in with 
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- the'Anſoerer's Conſtruction ; his making the 
Trullan Fathers forbid the Mixture they had 
been pleading for before. from ſo. many ſolemn 
Authorities; and after they had condemn'd the 
Armenians for adminiſtring the Euchariſtick Cup 
without mixing Water with the Wine; whether 
their forbidding the Mixture after all this Cenſure, 
Reaſoning, and Declaration for it, is not to ex- 
pound the Council into Nonſenſe and Diſtraction? 
The famous Commentators Balſamon, Zonaras, 
and Ariſtenus, Members of the Eaſtern Church, 
not many Ages remote, and to-whom Greek was 
the native Language: Theſe Learned Commenta- 
tors, I ſay, conſtrue the Council to Confiſtency, 
and give no ſigns of any Difficulty in the Meaning. 
Fatther, the. Trullan Fathers, we may obſerve, 
made above 100 Canons; and yet, neither the An- 
ſwerer, nor this Author, offer to charge them 
with Dotage and Self-Contradiction in any 
oher Paſſage. And is it not very extraordinary, 
that cheir Brains ſnould be thus ſuddenly blaſted + 
and recover d! that they ſhould be thus totally E- 
clips d in one place, and ſhine Bright in all the 
reſt! Tis ſomewhar unuſual. to ſtrike them out 


of all Claim to Reaſon, and bring a Commiitſion  - 


of Lunacy againſt theni, after they! have been ſo 
gong poſſeſsd of a reputable Character. Tes; 
this Learned Author feems conſcious, at laſt, f 
putting hard Uſage upon the Coumtil: And thus, 
— after having arraign'd their Memory, and plun- 

der'd chem of Common Senſe; he returns them 
their Wits again, to argue the better gun eder 
H eich 97 qu bott? 029 ee CONE O45 
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| The Defender inferr'd from the Council in B 
= #f7rullo, that the Paſſages in S. Bafi Sand S. Chi- I 
Joeoſtom's Liturgies for the Mixture were not inter- fb 
polated :? And here the Concluſion is drawn only Ice 
from the Authority of the Council. But the Au- 
- thor of NotSufficient Reaſon, &c. excepts to the 
- Teſtimony of the Trullan Fathers concerning the 
Mixture, becauſe they did not meet till the Year 
'6$0 ; that is, about 280 Years after S. Baſil and 
7. S. Chryſoſtom:: For, tho S. Baſil died ſomewhat 
before the Year 400, S. Chryſoſtom liv' d ſome time 
after. This moderate Diſtance of Time, not- 
withſtanding, in our Author's Opinion, makes 
their Evidence queſtionable, But when we con- 
der theſe Liturgies were publick Forms of Wor- 
Hip, drawn up by Biſhops of the firſt Claſs, and 
conſtantly us'd in the. Eaſtern Church where this 
Council fat; we can't object to their Teſtimony; 
eſpecially as to ſo remarkable a Paſſage, as tt 
Ingredients af the Sacramental Cup. If any one 
miſhould object againſt the Authentickneſs of our 
Firſt Reformed Liturgy us'd in 1549; if this Form 
mould be pretended an uncertain Record; that 
| ſome of the moſt ſolemn Paſſages were interpo- 
 Aated;-and that the Credit was maim'd by the 
Remateneſs of the Interval; ſhould any one, Lſay 
object in this manner, the Plea would be counte 
very unreaſonable. And yet this may anſwer to 
the Qaſe; for the Trullan Fathers, ſuppoſing ſome 
of them 79 Years of Age, lis d not much far- 
ther from S. Chiyſoſtom, than we do from the [#7 
Tompilers of aur Firſt Reformed Liturgy. And þ[- 


.. tho” living Evidence cant hold up to this Length, | - 
Jet Parliament-Rolls, Charters tor Privileges of 


n 
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5 * 


| [ 29 ] 
Mannours, for Patents of Honour, &c. will paſs. 
Muſter in Weſtminſter-Hall, with leſs than 
hundred Witneſſes of Figure to atteſt the Re- 

cord. N | k he 
But, ſays this Learned Author, if Twice two 
hundred Witneſſes were to, appear to teſtify for a 
Matter of Fact done fix hundred years before any 
of them were born, they could never expect to carry 
| With: gauſe (e). I believe not, if they ſhould pretend 
t Ito know the Matter in;the State of Pre-exiſtence. 
e But what if they ſhould 12 an unqueſtion- 
able Record ? Hoomſday-Booł for Inſtance ? This 
s written Evidence, tho above fix hundred years 
old, would not be rejected: And is not the Pra- 
Rice of the Univerſal Church, the Authority of 


d Ihe moſt Ancient Fathers, and the Teſtimony of 
is . Baſil, that many Apoſtolical Uſages were Tra- 
; Nitionary; I ſay, is not all this equivalent to the 
ze Evidence for Doomſday-Book, which is no more 


than the Record for a ſingle Nation? 

Beſides, this Author is ſomewhat wide in his 
Chronology. He ſuppoſes S. James dead fix 
hundred years. before the Tullan Fathers were 
born: Now, allowing ſome of the Biſhops but 
fixty years old when they ſat, his Computation 
Imuſt fall into a Miſtake of above twenty years; 

but I ſhan't ſtand with him for that. | 
| He, endeavours to diſcredit the Authority of 
ne Fathers in Trullo, by an Inſtance of the ſecond 
Council of Nice. This Council, ſays he, was held 
in the very next Age (f). It might have been 
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>). 
aid 2 hundred and ſeven years after, But, 2 
our; Author: goes on, rar held with a more 1. . 


meous Aſſembly, and yet decreed the Worſhip of L. F. 
mages. To this, beſides the ſufficient Anſwer . 
made by a Learned Gentleman ( g), may be ſub. 
 join'd, that the 10 ſecond ts of the Council 
in Trullo, now. before us, paſs'd without Ex. 
ion, both in that Age 4nd downwards, and 
lettled nothing but what had been 'eſtabliſh'd it 
the Council of Carthage in the Fourth Century; 
whereas the Canon for Image- Worſhip, decreed 
by the e 1 r of Nice, was immediately 
rejected by the Weſtern Church. Tis ſeverely 
cenfur'd 'by 0 euraline Books, by the Council 
of Frankfort and Parit, and by a Remonſtrance 
of the then En % Church (H. To which w 
may add, that this ſecond fo Council n, 
cdunter, concerning Images, to what had 
in a Synod at Conſtantinople about thirty Vears be 
fore; from -whenee we may collect, that great 
Numbers, even of the Eaſtern Part of Chriſten 
dom, were of a contrary Sentiment. And 
thus che Parallel bei <deſtroy'd, his Inference 
falls with it. 2% o Hie 
And here can't ell: forbear obſerving," that 
vhis Learned Gemleman muſt needs be acquaintec 
with theſe Publick Exceptions to the ſecond Ni 
cene Council; and therefore tis ſomewhat odd te 


ſee him draw a Compariſph, And 8 from One 
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nod to the other. And tho I won't ſuppoſe he has 
4 Bhrunk up his Underſtanding, as ſome People do 
-Þrhcir Arms; yet it muſt be ſaid, his Memory has 
Laird him, upon no very ſerviceable Occaſion. Is 
er Upon the whole, nothing can be plainer than 
b. Nis Council in Trullo's Declaration for the Mix- 
cine. For don't theſe Fathers condemn the Ar- 
* Peenians for adminiſtring the Sacramental Cup only 
no Wine e And here, amongſt other Reaſons for 
1Wheir Cenſure, do they not urge S. Chryſoftom's. * 
"):Authoriry 2 Don't they cxpreſly declare this Fa- 

2 taught the Armenians to adminiſter with the 
entre? That this Miatare was an Apoſtolical 
el! radition in S. Chryſoſtom's Opinion? and that it 
ilfhepreſented the Blood and Water which flow'd 
nom our Saviour's Side e And yet, after all, this 


Wꝗguthor won't allow S. Chryſoſtom's Teſtimony, 
ecired by the Council, to inferr his Belief of the 
< eceſſity of the Mixture (i). This is ſomewhat - 


trange, conſidering this Saint affirms expreſly, that 
reathe Mixture was an Emblem of a Miracle at our 
tenWaviour's Crucifixion ;* and that the Hy 
And tatz, who conſecrated the Cup with a ſingle In- 
cncSprecient, broke directly through an Apoſtolical 
Tradition. Now, if their Fault lay only in not 
thaſfnaking uſe of Wine, (as our Author would have . 

nteqqt) why did he not rectify their Miſtake > What 
Inade him enjoin them the Mixture ? Why did 

id tHe enforce his Injunction, by affirming, it repre 
onqpreſented the Blood and Water which flow'd 
om our Saviour's Side ? And to ſay nothing fare 


* 


1057 


Du Pin | : l Wer — SEND ——_ 4s 3 aus " 
eden. (©) Ao Sufficient Reaſon, &c. p. 98. 


; * 
noc 


— a * n 
. 24 Fo OT * 
% 
K * 
4 


o 
* 


lected from S. Chryſoſtom's Practice, that he be 

lied the Mixture neceſſary, by vertue of Apoſto. in 

lical Tradition (k). To which he might have ad. fo 

- ded, that they form'd their Cenſure of the A. W 

meniant, partly upon this Father's Authority. And 

all rhis put together may be _— if not too 7 
e 0 


much, to give the Reader the Senſe of S. Chryſo. te 
ſtom, and the Trullan Council. DG 

The No Reaſon, &c. objects ([), © That if our Pr 
e Saviour defign'd his Followers ſhould celebrate W. 

the Holy Euchariſt in Water as well as Wine, O 
2 would have told them ſo. To this the V fo! 
Sufficient Reaſon, &c. (m) deſires a clear Anſwer, fo 
The Anſwer is, our Saviour has told them ſo ©! 

He inſtituted the Euchariſt in the Mixture, andi ſui 
commanded his Diſciples to do as he had done ©Y 
That our Saviour inſtituted the Mixture, appear of 
Ela his adminiſtring in the Paſchal - Cup, fronſi of 
the known Meaning of the Fruit of the Vin th: 
from .the Teſtimony of the Ancient Fathers an by 
2 and from the Practice of the Univerſ the 


I nur = MR. „ 2&4 | | 8 

Our Learned Author, inſtead of anſwering. th NM. 
Queſtion, put by the Defender to prove the Frui Ex 
of the Vine imply'd a Mixture of Wattt in 
returns ſeveral Queſtions of his own.” To men 
tion ſome of theſe Interrogatories which 100 der 
towards the Purpoſe : Did our Saviour, ſays ou 
Author, inſtitute this Holy Ordinance for the Jew 
only, and not for the Gentiles too (n)? I anſwe 
23 85 S Nn 
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L331 
in the Affirmative, the Ordinance was inſtituted 
d. for the Gentiles in common with the Jer. And 
1, what follows? Why then would be not do it in 
nd Language plainly intelligible by them as well as 
oo the Jews (0) ? Yes, the Language was plainly in- 
telligible to the Gentiles : Twas made ſo by Apo- 
ſtolical Practice and Tradition (p), the Primo- 
Primitive Chriſtians underſtood it ſo, and the 
ar whole Catholick Church conſecrated with that 
ne | Conſtruction for 1500 years together. And as 
A; for the Eſſentiality of the Mixtare, it evident] 
follows from our Saviour's commanding the Dil. 
Neiples to do as He had done. I am ſomewhat 
ſurpriz'd to find our Author perplex'd about ac- 
© counting for the Jewiſb Phraſeology of the Fruit 
Wof the Vine; as if Forcign Nations were ' out 
of Condition of reaching the Words: And 
that ſo eaſy a Matter could not be explain'd 
by thoſe inſpir'd Miffionaries who converted 
them. I fay explain'd, tho' conſidering the Cu- 
ſtom of drinking diluted Wine, and the common 
Manner of ſpeaking, there ſeems little need of 
Explanation. For if Wine, tho' diluted with an 
Over-Proportion of Water, carry'd an uncom- 
pounded Name, and was call'd Wine, what hi- 
ders but that the Fruit of the Vine might eaffly 
be underſtood in the ſame Senſe, eſpecially when 
they were directed by conſtant Practice ſo to ufi- 
derftand it (3) ? Farther ; this Learned Author 
knows, there is a great deal of Hebrew and Syriack 
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Gn bees de ee 
See Juſtin Martyt's Apology abvor cid, 
ch Plut. de Ste tends, 

1 Phtaſeo⸗ 


[4] 
Phraſeology in the Old and New Teſtament. Now] te: 
| becauſe this Manner of ſpeaking is uncommon |} D 
and peculiar to one Country, does it follow from 
this Peculiarity, that the Bible was not deſign'd for I th: 
the Benefit of the Gentile World? — 
To prevent the Objection which poſſibly might I Ki 
be made from Water not being expreſly men- re! 
tion'd by the Evangelifts in their Deſcription of fen 
the Euchariſtick Inſtitution, the Author of the th 
Reaſons, &c. obſery'd, that when Moſes ſprink. gi 
led the People with the Blood of the Covenant, 
< there's no mention of Water being mixt with 
it: And yet the Apoſtle aſſures us, that Moſer 
. £5. took the Blood with Water (r). And here we 
are to take Notice, that the Sprinkling of Blood 
was a ſolemn Rite in the Moſaick Covenant 
Twas to give the Tſraelites an Aſſurance thei 
Sins were bes (s). If Moſes therefore hac 
mixt Water with the Blood, of his on Head, a: 
our Author ſpeaks (t), how could he have de 
ſerv'd the Apoſtle's Commendation of being 
Faithful, as a Servant, in all hir Houſe (u)? The 
throwing in an uncommanded Uſage upon a 
W Ceremony, and upon ſo ſolemn an Oc 
cCalion, would have been down- right adding to the 
Divine Commands, which is ſo plainly forbidde 
in his Book of Deuteronomy (W). And if Moſt 
was commanded to mix Water with the Blood 
tho' this Command is unmention'd in the Penta 
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[ 35 ] 
wh teuch, then the Argument in the Reaſons, &c. and 
on | Defence, &c. holds good. | 


m This Gentleman takes Check at the Flouriſhes 


or that are coming upon him in the Defence, &c. ( x) 

He has likewiſe been ſomewhat uneaſy about the 
ht Rbetorick, it ſeems, that Author has beſtow'd in 
-n- reporting the Tyullan Council. Now, tho? the De- 
of fender puts up no claim to Elocution, yet if ſome- 
the ching of that kind ſhould happen, I can't ima- 
k- Igine why any body ſhould reckon it falſe Lo- 


thing butReaſon well dreſs'd : And does our Au- 
thor believe a good Suit of Cloaths will weaken 
the Uſe of a Man's Limbs, cramp his Motion, 
ind bring him towards a Palſy or Conſumption 2? 
Fro entertain, if one could do it, is a Reſpect to 


xceptions. He will have it, the Defender affirms 


Aoſeſpnd Prayer for the Dead were uſed. That Mi- 


oodFacles were not uncommon in the Primitive 


ntafimes, may be prov'd from the Authorities of 


ö. Auguſtine, to mention no more: And tho' theſe 


—— Id 
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euch 


he Reader : And if Ornament conveys Reaſon 
ith more Force and Perſpicuity, where's the 


To come forward to our Learned Author's 


That the Fathers who lived ſo long as Miracles 
and Propheſying laſted, were inſpir'd (y). This is 
iſreport. *Tis true, the Defender demonſtrated ' 
Phat Propheſying and other ſupernatural Gifts were 
deſſtommon in lrenæuss time, when the Mixture 


gick, or be diſturb'd about it. Rhetorick is no- 


rengus, Tertullian, Minutius Felix, S. Cyprian, 


= [2367 
Fathers Teſtimony is no Part of the Canon, yer a 
Man muſt be a great Sceprick, and not fit to argue 
with, who disbelieves them. Won't our Author 
believe there was ſuch a Man as Julius Ceſar, 
becauſe neither his Perſon, nor his Commentaries, 
are mention'd in the New Teſtament * * Are we 
always to call out, with Mr. Toland, to the Law 
and to the Teſtimony (z)? And can't we give B. 
8 to 4 Matter of Fact unmention'd in the I n 
Holy Text, without going off rom the Rule of ſc 
Scripture (a): ? But this Gentleman will reply, that Þ G 
in Matters of Faith and Worſhip, we ought to th 
reſt wholly upon the Canon. However, he ſcems tt 
to have forgotten, the Defender obſerv'd we were] ab 
bound to believe — Scriptures the Word of E 
Sod : And that the Inf 3 of the Canon could te 
not be prov d without Tyaditionary Evidence. Andi de 
that this Reaſoning holds, our Learned Author is P! 
forced to confeſs. For he tells us, we. are in- 
debted to Tradition for our Knowledge of the 4 
Sxriptures (b). But, continues he, if the Father: © 
Were not infallibly "inſpi yd (c): Infallibly in- de 
ſpir'd! 1 thought all Inſpiration had been infal- ” 
ible : But ler that paſs. ' If the Fathers, then, I d. 
were not 'infallibly inſpir'd , why ſhould - as great tc 
Sereſs be laid upon their Sayings, as if they had << 
| been ſo (d)? I hope we had very good Rea- 1 
ſon to believe an Evidence, tho' thoſe were] © 
neither en „ nor Apoſites, that gave it, la 
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371 
The Canon of Scripture reſts upon human 
Conveyance; are we therefore to. queſtion the 
Truth of theſe Sacred Records becauſe the Atteſta- 
tion through the ſucceeding Ages was not In- 
ſpir'd e Well! But why ſhould 0 great a Streſs be 
id upon theſe Fathers as if they were Injpar's (e)? 
He has not prov'd the Defender lays this Streſs. 
But beſides, I deſire to ask him, whether we ma 
not believe Doomſday-Book an Authentick Manu- 
ſcript, without laying the ſame Streſs upon the 
Contents, which we do upon the Goſpel of S. Mat- 
thew ? And laſtly, I intreat to be reſolv'd, whe- 
ther thoſe Ages ſo near the Apoſtles, ſo remark- 
able for Miracles and Martyrdom, are not better 
Evidence for the Mixture, than ſome of the Six- 
teenth Century for omitting it, where theſe Cre- 
dentials for Knowledge and Sincerity cannot be 
produced? | et | 
He complains of theDefender's taking notice, the 
Anſwerer offer'd nothing but Conjecture upon 
Conjecture againſt the Mixture (f). Now I defire 
to know, whether when there's nothing but re- 
mote Poſſibility on one fide, and good Evidence 
on the orher, which way the Verdi& oughr 
to be given? To argue from bare unſupport- 
ed Conjecture - againſt conſentient Tradition, 
againſt the Teſtimony of Jet and Chriſtians of 
the Firſt Ages, againſt the Practice of the Univer- 
{al Church for 1500 Years arg To argue 
in this Manner, is much the ſame Logick, as ir 
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don't affect the Citation concerning the 


ol Juſtinian's Judgment of the 
Buſineſs. The Emperor ſays only, that this Col- 
lection was no more than Humian Compoſition, 
and drawn up by Men uninfpir'd (5). Who 


L381 
would be to affirm, that a ſingle Grain in one 
Scale is more than Counterpoiſe to a Pound in 
the other. i 

He complains, that neither the Reaſont, nor the 
Defence, &c. have ſhew'd the Diſt inction between 
the Fruit of the Vine, and the Fruit of the Tree, as 
ancient as our Saviour's Time (F). Nou, ſince 
the Talmud, from whence this Diſtinction was 
cited, was, as to the Miſna Part, compiled 
ſoon after the Jets were baniſhed their Country 
by Adrian, and contains a Collection of old Ferw- 


iþ Cuſtoms, it might fairly be expected that 


this Gentleman ſhauld have prov'd this Di- 
ſtinction, and the Uſe of the Paſchal Mixture, 
of later Original. However, to give him farther 
w ß dug 
Iiſt, Shew the Paſchal Mixture call'd the Fruit 
e Vine in the Miſna. And, 2dly, prove the 
iſna an unexceptionable Authority. 
But before I do this, it may be requiſite to 
— to his Exceptions againſt the Talmud, and 
ew that the Teſtimonies produced by him 
Mintere, 

To go over what he has offer'd (a). His Report 
5 iſna does no 


denies This? Did the Defender cite the Talmud 


for Part of the Canon? But may it not be a Book 
of Credit, and relate matter of Fact fairly, with- 


1 


(h) Mevel. Const. 146. 


out 


2 
out this ſupernatural Advantage ? Or, are we to 
believe no Hiſtory, but what is in the Bible? Can 
any Reaſoning be more foreign and inconcluſive 
than this? His Teſtimony from Sixtus Senenſis, 
Kmonville, Biſhop Walton, and Dr. Prideauzx, 
prove no farther, than that the Talmud has a great 
many idle and ſuperſtitious ' Obſervances, and 
Relations in t. And who doubts that? But does 
it follow, that we muſt depend upon nothing there 
reported? By no means. That this Conſe- 
quence can't be drawn, may be made good from 
the Authorities cited by himſelf, and from other 


Vouchers of Figure in our own Nation. For, 


e 
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> * Biſhop Walton ſays, that theſe Talmudic Ex- 
= Ko planations are not wholly to be rejected, pro- 
N vided they are neither whimſical, nor pretend 


to Divine Authority (i). 5 
And Dr. Prideaux, notwithſtanding his Abate- 
ment of Character, with reſpe& to the Babyloniſp - 
? Talmud: For 'tis only this which he compares in 
ſome Meaſure with the Alcoran (k): But as to 
che Miſna and Jeruſalem- Talmud, he tells us, 
; 
) 


ce the Firſt was compos'd about the Year 150 of 
© our Lord, and the other about 3 00. That 
< the Proverbial Sayings, and Phraſeology uſed 
« in our Saviour's Time, might very well 

» | © be preſerved in them: And that Dr. Lighiſoot 

; * hath made very good. Uſe of theſe Books in 
« explaining ſeveral Places of the New Teſta- 

; & ent (1). But this having been produced more 
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. (i. In Bibl, Prolegom. | 
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ts 40 1 
it large againſt our Author alrcady, 1 need lay 
no more about it (n). | * 
I ſhall now proceed to ſhew the Paſchal Mix. || © 
ure call'd the Fruit of the Vine in the Miſua. * 
The Miſna, deſcribing the Ceremonies for || © 
the Paſchal Cup, runs thus: When they mix © © 
the Firſt Cup, both the Schools of Shamnmi NN ©: 
< and Hillel Bleſs, or give Thanks for the “ 
* Wine. The Second and Third . are like. ſat 
L wiſe mixt (). Er 
The Bleſſing, or Thankſgiving” over thee mixt 
Wine, was, Bleſſed art Thou, O Lord, who 
ys createſt the Fruit of the Vine Ws 
As for Shammai and Hillel; they were two 
eminent Elders, or ' Fathers of Tradition, who“ 
liv'd in Auguſt wy Herod the Great's Time, 
and conſequently before our Saviour s Paſſion ( T 
This ſhews that the Jerws mixt the Paſchal Cup, In 
and then call'd ir ! N of the Vine, " when 
our Xo e the why cornice 0 


= . len 10 * the 155 wege, r 
166, 1 = £ 
ovn bu Tb "pM νẽð rvaJjios? vn 1210 (ﬆ) 

29 n Tow 557 Mat en e Tas h an 
e 8 2 Syn 5 Ta D pn 


Id. 9 4. 20 012 19 ma 

N TY Id. 7. ww 09.19 wt 

n 2 ra pr uh nn v9 @) 
LI * n Wo 171 50 Bb, ren n RMA 
Mliſchna, Berachoth, cap. 6. f. 1. DA 

0 Wins Shehbath & Fre on Oh a ——_ 13, 


HQ oa fu ww OO &#& r..3o 


—_, 
82 


Dr. 00. 


Dr. Lightfoot, in his Horæ Hebraicæ, from the 
Miſna, Cemariſts, and Maimonides, ſpeaks thus: 
The Paſchal Supper began with a Cup of mixt 
Wine; and then the chief Perſon gave God 
Thanks, obo created the Fruit of the Vine. 
This Cup was diluted, becauſe their Wine 
was very ſtrong, and not fit to be drank with- 
out Water: This was one Reaſon (). The 
ſame Learned Doctor, in his Comment upon the 
Euchariſtick Cup in the firſt Epiſtle to the Corin- 
xt ¶ ibiant, obſerves, © 1ſt, That in ſtriking the Old 
10 “ Covenant (7), there was Blood mixt with Wa- 
ter (s): And in this Sanction of the New, 
vo“ chere was Wine alſo mixt with Water. zdh, 
ho“ Out of Chriſt's Side Water flow'd with Blood: 
*. Unuſual this; and beſide. the Courſe of Na- 


p). ture, that it might anſwer the Type (t). And 
ip, En his Temple Service, cked in the Reaſons, &c, 
en e mentions the Proportion of Water which was 


o dilute the Wine: And then takes Notice, 
* That the Talmudick Rubrick for the Paſchal 
©: Night's Service, whenever it ſpeaks of any of 
* theſe Cups of Wine brought to him that offi- 
ciated, uſes this Expreſſion, W ww, They mingled 
) W i for bim 95 And what was deliver'd by 
WE Rabb in the Gemara, is received among them 
5 as a current Maxim; That whoſoever drank 
= IF theſe four Cups of pure Wine, he indeed had 
* done his Duty about drinking Wine; but he 
"BY (@) Hor. Hebraic. in Matth. Tom. 2. p. 257. 
13. Cr) Exod. iw. () Heb. x. 19. 
Ic) Hor. Hebraic. in 1 Gr. xi. 25. Tom. 2. p. 7771 
Dr. (v2. Peſachim. per. 10. Pari 5 e Miſng 


had 


& Style, Idiom, Form, and Rule of Speaking. 


6 the. Goſpel has no plainer Interpreters, tha 


[42] 
ce had not done his Duty about ſetting forth | © 
© their Freedom (x). And thus, the invincible 1 
Rubb, our Author talks of, is eaſily got over (y). || © 
Then as to the Diſtinction between the Fruit © 
| * the Vine, and the Fruit of the Tree, cited in in 

he Reaſons and Defence, &c. from Dr. Lightfoot, || co 

tis taken from the Gemara of the Talmud. Now | po 
this Gemara, written by their moſt eminent 
Doctors, was deſign'd to explain and dilate upon I Dy 
the Cuſtoms briefly. reported in the Miſna. d 
thus, tho' this Diſtinction is much the leaſt Part of © 
what we are concern'd in, there's no reaſon to]“ 
queſtion the Antiquity of it. I come now * 
_ 2dly, To prove the Miſua an unexceptionable 
Authority. Dr. Lightfoot, in his Preface to Hore 
Hebraice, informs us, That the New Teſtament 
© every where taſtes of, and retains the Jet, 


, — That the beſt way of ſearching, out the 
t Senſe of the many obſcure Places in the New 
& Teſtament, is to Enquire in what Senſe thoſe 
< Phraſes and Manners of Speech were under- 
e ſtood according to the common Dialect of that 
Nation: That this Enquiry could ſucceed no 
other way, than by conſulting Talmudick Au 
_ ©  thors, who both ſpeak the vulgar Dialect, anc 
« reveal all Jewiſh Matters (2). The Text ol 


« theſe Writers. — And Chriſtians by theirſ- 
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(x) Lightfoot, vol. J. p. 961. 
Cy) No ſufficient Reaſon, &c. p. 107; | 
e Hr. Heirat. Tom. 2. p. 93. Edit. Lond, fol. | 
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© Skill and Induſtry, may render them moſt uſe: 

ful to their Studies, and moſt eminently ſer- 

* viceable to the Interpretation of the New 
| © Teſtament (a). This Teſtimony, which takes 
| || in the Gemara with the Miſna, the Reader, 1 
; rot will conclude, comes full to the Pur- 
7 „ 18 + 
t To proceed: The Learned Dr. Wotton, with 
Dr. Prideaux, fixes the Compiling the Miſna 
to the Reign of Antoninus Pius; and obſerves, 
* we need not queſtion but that the Tradi- 
tions that were received by their wiſe' Men, 
„who liv'd while the Second Temple ſtood, 
* gre. we preſerv'd with great Integrity (6). 
„That wherever the Miſna gives Light to any 
* Cuſtom, Paſſage, or Phrafe mentioned in 
the Old and New Teſtament; its Light may. 
certainly be depended upon. That the Au- 
thority of the Miſna is to be look'd on as the 
Voice of the Fewrſh Nation. —— That this 
Conſideration led Dr. Lightfoot to take ſo 
much pains to illuſtrate the moſt conſiderable 
Books of the New Teſtament, out of the Tal- 
mudick Writers: And fince there is not one 
ſingle Inſtance that can be produc'd out of the 
Evangeliſts, of any Jewiſb Tradition, or Cu- 
ſtom, there hinted at, or expreſly mention'd, 

which cannot be verify d by the Miſna, it un- 
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a) Ii. p. E. 5 | 
(b) Miſcellaneous Diſcourſes relating to the Traditions and 
ages of the Seribes, Kc. in our Kaviar. Tine. Preface, 


V, VI. | {4 
G2 D deniably 
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840 
6e deniably proves the very great Uſe which || © 
* has been, and may till be farther made of * 
that Book, to illuſtrate the Sayings of our Bleſ- | A 
* ſed Lord, and the Reaſonings of the Apoſtles | n 
and Evangeliſts (c), -—— 'Tis the Ritual 
© Part of the Gemarg, which can be cliiefly uſe- || © 

© ful to us Chriſtians. And as for the 1“ 
« Miſa, when tis poſitive and explicite for any I © 
< Uſage, (as it is for the Mixture in the 
Paſchal Cup) we may, and I think ought to 
take it for granted, that that Uſage was pra- 
Kis d in the Time of Feſus Chriſt and his A- 
S poſtles (a). T Ha: 2% Aide. Dil oder 
re, cited ce Redjony „ &c. 
s of ſome Authority, appears from what is quo- 
nh his Favour 5 . Reaſon, 8c. from tlie 
Learned Buxtorf,.. N οο Bp Ry non ] NWAD, 
from Moles. 20 Moſes: there newer aroſe am like 
' Moles: And that this Moſes Mlamonides is a 
E e opener, the Render may be further in- 
form'd from the Learned Dr. Votton. His 
Words are theſe: The Rahbaviſts have, ever 
ice the Miſnick Doctors firſt aroſe, ſteadily 
yp: ſible, that Dr. Ligbifoot, and indeed moſt 
ce other. Chriſtiang, who have been skill'd in 
e theſe Things, have quoted ' Maimonides , 
« che be li d about à thouſand years after 
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the Miſna was written, as competent Autho- 

<-rity-ro aſcertain” any "Fewiſh Traditions ; as 
F having found by long Experience, chat the Ni- 
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| [4] 
cc zualiſts have faithfully repreſented the Senſe of 
the ancienteſt Doctors that went before them( d). 
And after a great deal of Learning and Argu- 
ment upon this Head, he concludes thus: _ / 
| “ *Tis plain now what Authority Chriſtians 
«. may ſafely pay to the Miſna; it ſhews us how 
e the mo of Tradition ſtood in Feſus Chriſt's 
CC Time 2 7 N | | : 
The * Orientaliſt Mr. Octley, Arabick- 
0 
* 


Profeſſor at Cambridge, ſhall cloſe the Evidence. 
The Teſtimony is in his Letter to Dr. VWotton, and 
ſtands in the Poſiſcript of the Volume laſt cited. 
Some of the Paragraphs to our Purpoſe are theſe : 
* Your Delign being to prove that the Body of 
e thofe Traditions collected by R. Judah in the 
« My na, are in the main the ſame with thoſe in 
* Ule in our Saviour's Time, I am fo far from 
« doubting the Truth of it, that I ſhould won- 
e der. What any Man meant that ſhould que- 

The Miſna is undoubtedly a very venerable 
* Piece of Antiquity, colleed with great Judge 
* ment, and digeſted with the utmoſt Exa@aels, 
* by that great and Learned Rabbi Judah; a per- 
© ſon, whom none ſince the Deſtruction of the 
Temple, that we know of, had greater Advan« 
tages both of Wiſdom, Learning, Riches, and 
* Intereſt; to furniſh him with all the Mate- 
F rials neceſſary for the completing: ſo great a 
rr | 1 n 


- @-4. p. 108, 19g. (e) 4. p. 118. V. I. 
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And now, ſince the Mixture in the Paſchal Cup 
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the 
is plainly aſſerted in the Miſna, and ſince the I pe 
Cuſtoms reported in the Miſna hold up to our I int 
Saviour's Time, I hope we may have fatisfy'd Bl 
the Demand of ſufficient Antiquity for this U- || be 
ſage : And now this Point. being clear'd, there's & 
little Occaſion for accounting for the Phraſeology of N av 
the Fruit of the Vine, and the Fruit of the Tree; ¶ m. 
for in regard this Diſtinction was remark*d-only N ho 
to make good the Mixture of the Paſchal Cup; ¶ ca 
ſince this Mixture has been prov'd already, the Ion 
other might fairly be diſnſiſs d. However, that ſa 
the remaining Scruple (if there is any) may be lu 
diſcharg'd, this Part of the Objection ſhall be M. 
conlider'd, _ Ge ALT Ita 
The Jem Diſt inction between the Fruit of the ret 
Vine, and the Fruit of the Tree, was reckon'd tw 
great Impropriety by the No Reaſon, &c. (f) Ir. 
« If the Jet would talk impertinently, ſays be, 
cc I can't think it neceſſary our Lord ſhould do ſo Im 
'< too. This the Defender thought too ſtrong a Ino 
Turn. The Author of No Sufficient ' Reaſon, fai. 
&xc. (g) is ſurpriz d at this Remark, and would ¶ ſeo 
gladly know where the Fazlt lies ? PII tell him 
, then: There's Levity in the Expreffion. And 
we owe a greater Regard to the Divine Ma- 
jeſty, than to bring him in for Diverſion, and 
give him a Share in furniſhing a Jeſt,” I'm ſorry 
to find his Taſte ſo undiſtinguiſhing : But he is 
reſoly'd to hold his Fancy, and give the Jet 


[ 47 ] 
ip || they pleaſe ; only "tis defir'd, if they make an impro: 
8 | — 10 15 our Bleſſed Saviour may not be brorehe 
ur inte the Scrape with them (h). Tis defir'd our 
d Bleſſed Saviour, that is, God Almighty, may nor 
J | be brought: into the Scrape. Brought into the 
s LKrape A ſolemn and auguſt Expreſſion ! and 
of | awtully apply'd to the Supreme Being! And to 
2; mend the Matter, the impertinent Jews are the 
y honourable Company mention'd upon this Oc- 
; (cation ! And now, Good Str, what do you think | 
ie Wort? Is not here an open manquement de reſpect. 
at a Forgetfulneſs of Diſtance, an apparent Pai: 
de lure in Reverence and Regard ? But this is the 
xx Misfortune of Over-ſtraining for Wit. Pm mi- 
Iſtaken, if this Way of talking is not much more 
be remote from Propriety, than the Diſtinction be- 
d tween the Fruit of the Vine, and the Fruit of the 
f Tree, LE 4 ct =”, | 
; . However, this Diſtinction won't paſs without 
o Impertinence with our Learned Author: But 
a Nnotwithſtanding his Severity, I believe it may ba 
u, fairly accountable. For, omitting the Eaftern Phra. 
d Ficology, and ſome Expreſſions incommunicable to 
n other Languages ; omitting this, why might not 
d Iche Fes, who generally drank the Mixture, call 
-iluted Wine the Fruit of the Vine, eſpecially 
d unce then drank it mixt with Water for Pleaſure, 
y well as Health 2 Thus, for Inſtance they di- 
luted the Paſchal Cup, becauſe it ſtruck more 2 
greeably upon the Palate, and was a more lively 
Repreſentation of their Deliverance from Slavery 
in Egypt. And why, ſince Wine was the more no. 


— 


ch Did; 


ble 


e | 
ble Ingredient, might it not give Name to the 
Compoſition, and be calld the Fruit of the Vine? 
This Language was common to more Countries 
than Judæa; for, as has been obſerv'd from Ply. 
tarch, diluted Liquor, tho' there was more of the 
Well than of the Grape in't, was call'd Fine, 
Then, as for the Fruit of the Tree, what Imperti- 
nence is there in that ? Don't we ſay Fruit taſtes 
of the Tree, when it comes ſomewhat rugged to 
the Senſe, and renters with Abatement of Plea- 
ſure? And if undiluted Wine was leſs accepta- 
ble to a Jem, why might they not make the Dif- 
ference. of their Senſation from reſembling Ex- 
periment, from their Diſtinction upon the Teſti. 
mony of their Senſes, and call that the Fruit of 
the Tiee, which was leſs obliging to the Palate ? 
And ſince this Diſtinction is founded in Things, 
eaſy in the Terms, intelligible in the Emblem, 
and fairly defenſible, I hope twill not be an 
unreaſonable Liberty, to ſuppoſe our Bleſſed Sa- 
jour us'd the Phraſeology of his Country, and 
1 ke the Paſchal Language at the Paſchal So- 
mnity. 1 e ee t IAG 

. The Defender put this Queſtiop ; © If Water 
c may be omitted, why not Wine ? To this our 
Learned Author returns, becauſe our Saviour plain- 


ly. tells us what be inſtituted was the Fruit of the ü 


Vine, but ſays not one word concerning Water (i). 


But this is no Anſwer, conſidering it has been 
plainly prov'd the Mixture is meant by the Fruit 1 


| F "I ———— 


; 

| of theVine. © 1 

(i) M Sfficient Reaſon, &c. p. 113. 
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replics, 1 
Jo, a thi 1 9 prove f 0 
Saviour 404 0 12 ( 11 1s tot our Sa⸗ 
viour's Practices Upon h an Occaſion, 4 
E 50 g Reaſon Or Imir 105 0 elpeciallx when 
e bid his Dilcip les do Wit lit He mg done? In- 
deed the Tellimonics nar ch both out 
Lord's Precedent and wand. uſtin Martyr 
acquaints the Egiperor, 557 the Chriſtians blefs 4 
the Euchariſtick. Wine and Water, and receiv 4 
it mixt. uw . Treneils.. makes the Euchatiſtick 
ang th a Ret nid * 5 8 — 1 | 

and Divine Nav n Mian de- 
tlares, tir ehe oh e witbout the Wine, I 
nor. the Wine: Ach he e Watet, Was Our $2 "MN 
viou r's Inftitucton 9 And. could” 2 Hay all 
Ty without ſoppo n & oy F A Pihpoſs 
BK, AdwiniPration 7 1 55 "Teſtimonies the 
Defender thought p kot t e Apoſtolical Conſtitu- 
tions; 4. . As. Ih he 1 that Book ſtands in 
2 5 is of a dife- * 
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rent nion, be will 5 Sale 55 it. For 
this Dj en hell give thoſe Conſtiturioni, 
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which ; are 10. plain for the Mixture, 2 more Primo- jo 
Primitive. W 55575 thus, ch the Rea- 40 
2 ann ele arg fig wy moſt rea. | Ve 
ſe, 8 ER tick: Cup, || L. 

ie Platz 6 7 r Saviour, was uit of hr pre bard H. 
« for the Pa ber; er twill*by no IN hy ſet 
low, that the: rimo-Pr imiriye "Chi; ichs 05 not I ch. 
x the Cup purpoſely, 777 this" e For the I 

« bee did, not-keep the Jewiſh ih Paſſover, where I en 
the Cup, was Already. 1 75 1 0 the fever unleß Wl if 
"they mixt it on Purp e th y would have aced f #4 
hort of our Lord' $ e 100. Who tortitnandel tec 
hem to., drink as he 105 done. hd now ou 
Learned Author muſt come farnifh'd with Neu 
Light and Penetration, þefore the Courradition hell 9 
8 bt eg. he, Reaſons and) Dofenice, 8 & 

3 rf vb 12 Doe 9155 Nan thi 

oye ry ddes not 45 fehr ou 11 

ept mg SEL with unleaveh' Bread 
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order, lays ons Joo Au or, 1 85 6 
m the” Tame, Wor 
Tn I bläif y — "Which 100 A 
Pp -wond's Words, cited. by. our Author, — omi 
1 . öl beth, re theſe Tir Day US he Paſſove 


are not, 
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p 9 N 0 9 | 
0 Doe . 979 9A 0 74 
I ©). 2 Saen la ue. p. 116. [ 8 
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ing be Exe v Preparation of the ſeven Days 
f Uniea Bread, they f te fo 15 
Akt. (that i 45, before, the fifteenth Day- be 

40 Purge, 4 | OF, remove, 4 Remainders- 0 12 

ven d. Bread: gut: of their Houſes (r). HL this 


Learned 1 00 alerts, they were. to clear their 
Houſes 0 65 Leaven d Bread before the fif- 
ſeenth bay.b egan : And if this Time was. given 
them, does it not penal lle, that their > an 
he i vpon any; Part of the fou rteench Day was foo 
enough, and anſwer' d the Command? I'm 
10 fre. our. Author deny ſuch ſtaring Eyidencs 
Farther, our 27 ed Author Fee Tat os Bleſ- 
e Saviour dig. not keep the, P . je | 
Jime; that! 1 on The Day ap od by the Jewiſh 
Law I that be eat, the Taba Lam be- 
cauſe be war to be. fed e the. time wine 
F108 Non. if our. Bleſſed ord. Arg with 
the Day, and with the pe Lamb, oh with t 4 mad mate- 
Nil. n 2 not with | 
xd Bar which ſeems lefs ſignif cones 1. ay leſs ſig- 
Jer, deal e e ee 
aemeve the Leaven till. che. End of the fonrteentt 
ut Day, nor to eat zal Berga till the fifteench * 
ms Andi ſince the Reaſons lic ſo ſtrong a- 
our N dis his Buſineſs to prove our 
e ken the Paſſoyer u ih Unleaven 'd:Bread: | 
And yet, if he could do this, "bill Py: no means 
Pe big ein | 
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2 
por 5 in the No Reaſon, Kc, (u) 
5. 1958 os Saviour took the mixt Cup only be- 
czuſe twas ready it hand: The Defender put 
this Queſtion; Why will it not _— for the 
* ſame Reaſon, that he made uſe" of Wine only I v 
pe becauſe it was ready? And then the Inference] 
* will be, that Were no laſting Obligation to 1 
Ts communicate in Wine, but a ot otlier Drink t 
| - may ſerve as well (6). L | 
To this our Learned Kt} rep ies. be can't 
ſuppoſe our Saviour would by any means have afted 
with" ſo Tittle Conſideration, and ſo utreaſondbly, a; 
this Oueſtion infinuater(y).” Bur here he is 50 
What near ſtriking upon he old Rock: He borders 
_—_ making himſeſf the udge of what is reaſona 
Bone nr. Tho we are told expreſiy tha 
Cod 3 Thoughts are fu above, and not lite ours (2). 
And that a human Underſtandi is vaſtly ſhort 
'of 2 Meaſute for the Dine. Ihe firſt Part of 
bur Author's Argitiment from the Thpes of the Old 
Teſtament has deen aner d in ſpeaking to the 
Drink Offering And às to the Redneſs of the 
Wine, becau e tis! the beſt Reſemblance of Blood; 
nn grant the Colour, if he inſiſts on't: But Ws 
be muſt allow, that if Wine was drink only. 
Aaauſe ttwas? red, and #eady; then will 2 Ht 
that any red Liquor ut hand ma ay. be made Ui 7 


1 f for that Purpoſe. ** 70 OD f 106 2 ( 
ge ſays; the Defender) his" er pro "4 the Mix 2 
tꝛuure Eſſential (a). The Hefender has prov'd -our 143 

Bleſſed Saviour dran the" Minture, and com (« 
e TD "To — — — — — =" r T 0 
gu) N 2 0) Defence, xc. p. 6. (s 

G het No Sufficient c. p. 118. 40 5 
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